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We’re here to talk about the Dayton-Craig amendment.  As you know, this amendment would
allow a point of order against any change to our trade remedy laws in a trade implementing bill. 

In my view, this amendment, if it becomes law, would have an immediate and very damaging
affect on the ability of United States negotiators to do what we pay them to do: go out and get good
trade agreements.  No country is going to want to negotiate with the United States if they know the
Senate gives the President its authority to negotiate with one hand, but stands ready to take it back
with the other.   The people who would lose the most if this amendment becomes law are America’s
farmers and ranchers. 

Agriculture is still the most highly protected sector in the world.  The average global tariff
for agriculture is about 62 percent.  Our farmers and ranchers will gain a lot if we can bring high
world tariffs down to our low levels.

But we won’t stand a chance of convincing our trading partners to improve market access
for our farmers and reduce their trade distorting agricultural subsidies if they know Congress can
rewrite an agreement that may take years to put together.  

I don’t for a minute doubt the sincerity of the sponsors of this amendment.   But as a family
farmer who knows how important exports are to the survival of American agriculture, I just believe
they are wrong.  If President Bush has shown us anything, he has demonstrated his determination
to preserve – and to use – our trade remedy laws. 

So it is ironic that under President Bush’s watch, America’s trade agenda may be harmed,
in spite of the President’s zealous use of trade remedy laws.   If it is adopted, this amendment would
make the President’s job at the negotiating table a lot tougher, and maybe even impossible. 


